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TO OUR READERS AND CORRESPON DENTS. 


Wiru an anxious desire to promote the liberty of opendiseus- 
sion, the freedom of the press, and the extensive circulation of our 
Publication, embodying the sentiments of all real lovers of the 
Drama, we have from the first number of the ‘ Theatrical Observer,’ 
courted the favor and aid of correspondents,—We are deeply sen- 
sible, that we rest under obligations, for many remarks, the off- 
spring of talented minds which have greatly contributed to the re- 
spectability, and also the sale of our Journal ; but unfortunately, 
in the hurry of composing a work of this nature, for the press, and 
the abundance of matter, that have been crowded upon usfrom 
all quarters, letters have found insertion that would have been 
much better omitted, provoking as they have done, a spirit of ran- 
cour, and ungentlemanly vituperation, whieh have called forth 
replies, couched in the language of serious complaint.—The Eai- 
tor of the ‘ Observer’ wishes to have a compilation of just and 
fair criticism on the Drama, and its attributes alone, possessing thé 
principles of novelty, and truth, free as can be from rude and per- 
sonal remarks—we agree that ‘ brevity is the soul of wit, and that 
satire is an essential ingredient in a critical review, but there must 
be a barrier erected against the shafts of malevolent hostility —As, 
therefore, we are determined to put a stop to discussion, which is 
become painful to our feelings, and offensive to a great many of 
our readers, we have to observe that noletters whatever, however 
ably written, shall in future find a, place in the ‘ Observer,’ unless 
they are confined Solely to Dramatic composition, being a Thea- 
trical Review, of general stage representation, with a fair, open, 
and manly critique on the merits, and demerits, of the performers. 

Such of our readers, who can remember what the ma was 
about thirty years ago, with an occasional play bill of those days, 
and a few observations on the actors, &c., now no more, would 
confer upon us great favor by sending to us their reminiscences. 
—Also any thing in the shape of Biographical Sketches of cele- 
brated ns, either now living, or deceased, whothave in former 
years distinguished themselves on our boards. If we had been 


‘unguarded enough to have given insertion to all the communi- 


cations we have from time to time reveived, we should have made 
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our work the filthy ¢hannelof the foulest stream of personal abuse, 
that had ever found its way intothe columns of the ‘ Scourge ' 
and the * Satirist, of the’ veats 1808—1809.—We have now be, 
fore us several letters of correspondents reeriminating on each 
other, and retorting, withthe most bitter sarcasms.—This is 
not what ought to be, Others are personally affronting to the 
Editor, and false in their accusations of the Printer—with respect 
to the ‘ indifference’ and carelessness of the latter person, we have 
been induced to look over attentively the first letter of a ‘Constant 
Reader, and we find that the Printer is nof in error; the allusion 
to Murray’s Grammar is therefore just, as coming from ‘ Rivers’ 
and Paul. Pry’s Uncle.--The letter in question under date of 
March 6th, is as follow: ‘ To the Editor, &e.’ If perfectly con- 
venient and this meet (meets) your approbation, &c.—again— 
‘Sir’ ‘ There has (have) already appeared’ This is the part cri- 
ticised by Rivers, and our other correspondent--T he words ‘ which 
she donot choose to divest herself,—stands thus in the letter of 
the Constant Reader—which she (dos) not, does choose, &c. &e. ; 
consequently here again, the error is not with the Printer, but 
with our correspoudent. ‘The only blunder, if blunder it may be 
called, is in spelling the word Plaister, (in print) plaster and which 
ty the bye, is often written as much one way as the other, both 
being considered allowable, 

However, we will tinally close this subject by saying, thatin 
this No. we have (to oblige all correspondents) omitted both 
Reviews of the Performances of Saturday and Monday evenings— 
and having acquitted ourselves, we hope, in our explanations, &c, 
we shall leave the squabble about Miss Lawrence, Miss Phillips, 
‘ Morray,’ and the plaister, and the blister, to be settled ang 
applied where, when, and how they please amongst themselves, 





To the Editor of the Theatrical Observer. 


81r,—As I reside in the country, T only last night read an answer, 
signed Henry, tomy late communication, had I written the nonsense he attributes 
tu me, [ have too high an opinion of your understanding to suppose you would have 
given it a place in the Theatrical. Observer.’ 1 recommend to your correspondent, 
when he again attempts to criticise the language of another person, first to read it 
attentively and understand it, ifhe be capable ; he has, either wilfully or ignorantly, 
perverted completely what I have writen, by’ altering the parenthesis. Nothing 
was said about Miss Lawrence that have lately joined ; this is the way he expresses 
it ; bat my words wore ptecisely these :—I1 liad an opportani ty of witnessing all the 
new ones (with the exception of Miss Lawrence)’ that have lately joined. You have 
inserted it correctly ; the word * that’ which this sapient gentleman complains of, 
cannot in any way allude to Miss Lawrence, but to the word ‘all’ which plainly 
signifies the whole number ; J, therefore, belreve wiser heads than Henry’s would 
not term the expression in this‘sense, ungrammatical, even if they fooked in Murray’s 
Grammar. He wishes I would polish my language a little more, by admitting a Ji- 
mited quantity of ‘ havings ;’ I fear, if IT want polish, from 'the specimen I have had 
of his composition, { must vot come to him for lt; having is repeated three times in 
thirty-eight lines, I cannot consider this as redundancy. van 

He next wisely observes that I have compared the noble character of Lord Town- 
ley, to the flimsy one of Angerstoff, where be finds such acompatison in my commn- 
nication I know not ; all the parts I gave amopinion upon, wére only those in whith 
I saw Mr Arian, during wy stay of a few daysim “Norwich ; bat lbeg to say, An- 
gerstoff requires more talents to play well, than your correspondent appears ito have 
to ‘write : with respect to bis quotation from Hamlet, his bright-eyed birds of prey 
and his supient note, it'is too subline a'flight tor me possibly to comprehend. ig 

Igonclude this learned production is the first effort of some pert schoolboy, or 
stagerstruck apprentice, therefore any further remarks he may make, I shall treat, 
as they deserve, with silent contempt. 


Iam , Sir, your Obedient Servant, 
VENDEX: 
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usa, We particularly wish to call the attention of ous Correspondents 
ge’ — tothe following letter, as being the kind of communication we 
be- wish to be fayoured with, and which will always command our 
ach immediate attention :— 


the There are few among what may be termed liberal ie 
ect | sions im which more natural requisites are necessary t he 
arduous one of the Drama. Nature should form the Actor in her 
choicest mould, the Graces rock his infant cradle, and Learns 
twines her classic wreath around his brow. The Stage is the 
ee ring of Greece and Rome; to it, the works of their Poets were 
dedicated, and the writings of Euripides, Sophocles, and Terenes 
are alone sufficient to vmmortalize the age inmwhich they flowr- 
ished It is my intention to offer She observations on the mem- 
bers of the Norwich Company, and as Mr. Balls is more often 
oh before the Public than any of his competitors for fame, we shall 





of commence with him. ‘ 

> This gentleman possesses a considerable knowledge of what 
ven may be pene -einew Sree j he ts always easy, sometimes grace- 
ta ful, and having a good person, and a fund of animal spirits, he 


has gradually ingratiaied himself with the gods, and if I may 
th judge from the plaudits they bestow, he must approach very near 
their zdeas of perfection: how far he may merit this opimon, an 
investigation of his talent will elucidate. His acting is founded 
on Wrench's style; tt has all his lounging ease, all hts broad 
grimace, and in charaeters where the language 2s of that flimsy 
be nature that an observance of the teat is of little consequence, he 
is certainly a man of talent, and in splash and dash paris of a. 
4 similar nature, he will generally give satisfaction—RIt ts in the 
assumption of the gentleman that he fails, he 1s too fond of —— 

jokes, which although tolerable in the Valet, disgrace the polished 
man of fashion. I know not.if t arises en a multiplicity of 
study, but he is seldom perfect in his author, and it is too often 

not only “ Balls versus Shakspeare,” but Balls versus common 
sense. I would advise him to.study Grammar, he will there find 
‘it that “ you was’ is any thing but elegant, let tt be amended alto- 





ys gether ; but afple we allow him to be an tnefficrent representative 
¥ of Doricourt, or Captain Absolute, his Three Singles, and Long 
ne Tom Coffin are respectable.— -Mr. Arlan in my next. 

f, Puito-Dramaticus. 

1 

id ee 

js To the Editor of the Theatrical Observer, 


id Mr Eotror,—Your supesteieas and popular Observer, was never 
intended as the vehicle of a paper war, and could t be so, I should decline the con- 





test, whether Vindicator is ‘ rude or personal’ I Jeave to your readers to decide, 
4. he says he does not wish to be so, and bawe sine, 9 Srreans exist 
a between one man and another without any feelings Sema grant it, for 
‘h after all we merely differ on the meri an actor; now if you have the 
*, ness to refer to my last letter, you w Bot 1 have nt last dave. gait is r 
. as in that which was written previous to No. 13, it is plainly I can 
y merit, even in Mr G Smith, nor have I ever written for the purpose of or 
; ing avy individual, as my letters will shew, J have vindiested many whom I 


aspers ‘ 
. consideret had been qnjastly criticised, Your insertion of this in your next num- 


® Your most Obedient, 
x. ¥.Z. 


t, ber will oblige 
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To the Editor of the Theatrical Observer. 











Why didst thou show to the apt thonghts of men, 
the things which are not ? 


SHAKSPEAR®S. 


Sir,—I femme it is the design of your work to correct abuses as they 
rise; and I am sure it is your wish, that it shonld be a guiding star to the Temple 
of Fame ; if so, you will not, allow:the character of Shylock, which is one of the 
brightest-gems in the coronet of our immortal Bard of Avon, to be trampled on, or 
lightly thrown aside by the quietus which your correspondent, Scrutator has 
given—assuredly he does d from the general opinion.—-How is it possible that 
any private or party feeling, can exist, when criticisms are favourable and uafavour. 
able to the same person, in the same lettex ! Is not the feeling balanced ? What then 
temains for Scrutator to carp at ? The grin already alluded to was a grin, a most 





s grin ! Good heavens! what joyful malignity was there in the counte. e 
nance ?—did it brighten onejot ? did pleasure sp in the eye—one second? No— . 
but a row of finely polished incisores were substituted, which seemed to dispute the ; 


right of fulfilling the purport of the bond, with the alread sharpened knife—also 
another point was lost:—I- admit the scales ought ‘ Poupianey Moore to drop from the 
hand ; but they dropped too late! not till after the climax of interest had passed, 
did they find their ly journey at anend. Your correspondent, I trust, will ad- 


mit these remarks are just, and let him not attempt to vindicate again,—that which 
he must be convinced is wrong. 


Your’s respectfully, 
HENRY. 


On Tuesday. April 3rd 1827, will be perjormed the Comedy, of 
WILD OATS; 


Or, the Strolling Gentlemen 
Sir George Thunder, Mr*Wharton-Rover, Mr Balls 
Harry, Mr G. Smith-Banks, Mr Hamerton-—John Dory, Mr Sherwia 
Farmer Gammon, Mr Beacham—Lamp, Mr Wilkinson 
Ephraim Smooth, Mr Baker,—Sim, Mr Harrison 
Trap, Mr D. Smith—Landlord, Mr Clifford 
Twitch, Mr Stacey—Sailors, Messrs Nicholls and Bryan. 
Lady Amaranth, Mrs Brudenell—Amelia, Mrs Hamerton 
Jane, Mrs Balls. 


A Favorite Song, by Mr Harrison. 


The whole to conclude with the Romantic Melodrama of the 


FALLS OF CLYDE; 


fd Or, the Gipsey’s Cave. : 
Geueral Wilford, Mr G. Smith—Kenmure, Mr Wilkinson . 
~~ Farmer Enfield, Mr Wharton=Edward Enfield, Mr Balls 


deo ts valaean TO CORRESPONDENTS. 
») The Printer thas to apologize to Henty for giving the‘ s* to Vindex, in the Re- 
“matke of the last number, which he, very justly claims as his property—no observa- 
. tion having been made on the other error Henry complains of, it wonld be quite 
* superfluous to notice it after resting inpeace for six or seven numbers, in fact little 
errors will always be'found in a workof this description We have no lettersin hand 
which can be inserted under our new. regulation, mentioned in the first page of this 
numt fe 4? HOR * 


* «Printed by P, Cranéfield, Bethel-Street, Norwich. 
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